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The high-speed rail and the light rail

are very important parts of our econ-
omy. They provide jobs, and they very
much help make sure that transit
works.

I will be working with our Commuter
Caucus, people like the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. FOGLIETTA],
people like the gentlewoman from New
York [Ms. MOLINARI], the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. WOLF], and others
across this country and all parts of the
U.S. House that represent all 50 States
to make sure we have within our Com-
muter Caucus and for that matter
those who are not yet Members and
will become Members to be involved in
this important quest.

I know that in my own district,
where we have excellent train systems,
we also have excellent bus systems, we
need to have two new systems that the
county commissioners have been work-
ing with me on, the State representa-
tives and Senators, local
businesspeople, and citizens across
Montgomery County, PA. That is, to
have a Schuylkill Valley Metro and a
Cross-County Metro. The Cross-County
Metro would go through 4 counties,
Bucks, Chester, Montgomery, and
Delaware countries outside Philadel-
phia and which strengthen the south-
east Pennsylvania corridor not only for
business but for students to get to
school, for the seniors to go to senior
centers, for people to shop, increase
commerce and would be an excellent
system and one that is really the way
we should go for the 21st century.
Hopefully the Cross-County Metro will
be a reality not only in Pennsylvania
but in other parts of the country.

We are also looking to a Schuylkill
Valley Metro which would build a
major highway in our county, and that
is the 422 bypass.

I look forward to working on both
sides of the aisle, the House and the
Senate, Mr. Speaker, to make sure
mass transit works along with the road
system and to make sure we move this
country forward on the rails, on trains,
in subways and, yes, in cars.

I thank the Speaker and the col-
leagues tonight who have listened to
our debate and hopefully will be part of
our Commuter Caucus to make sure
America keeps moving forward.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GUTKNECHT). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Ohio
[Ms. KAPTUR] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

[Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
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KEEP COPS IN THE STREET
PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. STUPAK] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow
or Wednesday, the Congress will vote
to deny 1996 funding for the President’s

Cops on the Streets Program. The 1996
funding for this Federal program starts
in just 68 days. The reason why funding
will stop is politics, pure and simple.
Everyone except the GOP politicians
agree that the Cops Program is a suc-
cess. In fact, a recent survey showed
that 95 percent of the police executives,
95 percent out of 220, want to keep the
Clinton Cops Program and not go back
to the House-proposed block grant pro-
gram.

Police executives know what hap-
pened in the 1960’s and in the early
1970’s. The block grant program then
squandered scarce taxpayer dollars on
luxury items such as tanks, airplanes,
real estate consultants, studies, police
academies, just to say a few. Money
was wasted and crime soared. Our
cities, neighborhoods and taxpayers
were the victims. Now the Republican
Party wants to go back to these block
grant programs, riddled with waste,
fraud and corruption. Just when com-
munities and cities in the past year
have received over 20,000 cops and have
witnessed a significant drop in violent
crime, take New York City, for exam-
ple. There is a 31-percent drop in homi-
cides in this year. All across this coun-
try, rape, robbery, and assaults are
down. One of the major factors contrib-
uting to this success in the Clinton
Cops on the Street Program, more
neighborhood policing. Here is a pro-
gram that is contributing to the de-
crease in crime and less than a year
later this successful program is being
scrapped for politics. Here is a program
that is efficient. Less than 1.5 percent
in administrative cost. It is a single
page to fill out the application form,
not the cumbersome multipage,
multifaceted, multi-bureaucratic re-
view for a technical grant process,
making police agencies jump from
hoop to hoop, requiring grant writers,
consultants and administrators.

Under the Clinton Cops Program, ad-
ministrative costs are low, less than 1.5
percent. Money goes into law enforce-
ment and more cops on the street.

If we look at the Commerce, Justice,
and State appropriations bill which
will be on the floor Wednesday, the
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
MOLLOHAN] will introduce an amend-
ment which will restore the $1.8 billion
for fiscal year 1996 for the Cops on the
Street Program. The money would
come from striking that amount of
money from the GOP block grant pro-
gram in the Commerce, Justice, and
State appropriations bill.

The Mollohan amendment would pro-
vide an additional 20,000 copes on the
street over the next 12 months. Repub-
lican critics will say that what they
want are local communities to decide
on how to spend their law enforcement
money. There is plenty of money for
local block grants in the Commerce,
Justice, and State appropriations bill.
There is a half-billion dollars for law
enforcement grants. The Byrne block
grants can be used for 22 different pro-
grams, and each program has been spe-

cifically approved by this Congress and
the Department of Justice to prevent
the abuses that were in the 1960’s and
1970’s.

Mr. Speaker, underneath the current
block grant program that we have as
proposed by our Republican counter-
parts, in your community, if you are
trying to rely on these funds to fight
crime and if violent crime goes down in
your community the following year,
you would lose funds. So if you crack
down and you help clean up your neigh-
borhoods, prevent crime, underneath
the block grant program proposed by
our friends, you would see your funding
go down. If you are in a police crack-
down, you lose funding. The President
and Democrats believe you must re-
ward communities that effectively
fight crime, not punish them.

When we have this bill up tomorrow
or Wednesday, whatever day it comes
before this House, I hope that all my
colleagues will look very closely at the
block grant program. I hope they will
support the Mollohan amendment
which will move $1.8 billion back into
the Clinton Cops Program. Having been
a police officer myself for the last 12
years, before I came into this job, it al-
ways seemed like police officers, law
enforcement were always at the end of
the political game.

I remember being in the State Police
in 1979 and in 1980 in which there was a
budget cut. What did we do even
though we gave up pay increases and
that? They ended up cutting State
troopers from our State, just like in
1979 and 1980 in Michigan. I know many
of you said, ‘‘Well, that happened in
Michigan. It won’t happen here in the
Federal Government.’’

Let me remind my colleagues on
June 29, 1995, rollcall vote 458, on basi-
cally a party line vote, all but one Re-
publican voted for the bill, you cut $2.5
billion from the block grant program.
Not only does politics come in when we
are talking about law enforcement,
how we fight crime in Michigan, but it
also appeared here on this House floor
less than a month ago.

In my 12 years, I have seen politics
play a vital role in how crime is
fought, how officers are funded, and
right now the pollsters tell us crime is
the number one concern for the voters.
Yet we are having proposals which will
actually punish police officers for
doing their job because they will get
less money the following year to fight
crime.

While we are dealing in a time of de-
clining resources, we must put our re-
sources where it will do the most good
for the most amount of people. That
has been time and time again in the
Clinton Cops Program.

Don’t just take it from me, but if you
look at a list of who supports the Clin-
ton Cops Program, the Fraternal Order
of Police support it, the National Asso-
ciation of Police Organizations, Inter-
national Brotherhood of Police Offi-
cers, International Union of Police As-
sociations, Police Executive Research
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Forum, National Organization of Black
Law Enforcement Executives, National
Troopers Coalition, Police Foundation,
National Sheriffs Association, Federal
Law Enforcement Officers Association,
and the U.S. Conference of Mayors.

Mr. Speaker, when we debate this bill
on Wednesday before this body, I hope
that the Members will support the Mol-
lohan amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONT-
GOMERY] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, August
31 will mark the end of a very distinguished
career in the U.S. Army with the official retire-
ment of Col. Jay McNulty. It also will mean the
House of Representatives will lose the serv-
ices of an individual who is the epitome of pro-
fessionalism.

For slightly over 28 years, Jay has served in
his Nation’s uniform with great distinction. He
served two tours of duty in Vietnam, first with
the 11th Armored Cavalry Regiment
(Blackhorse) and then the 1st Squadron of the
1st Regiment of Dragoons (Blackhawk). As a
former armored officer myself in World War II
and during Korea, I feel a special kindredship
with Jay because of our similar military duty.

Since 1993, Colonel McNulty has served as
Chief of Army Liaison to the U.S. House of
Representatives. I am sure my colleagues will
join me in commending Jay for the many
times he has been of help to them and their
constituents. He has served the Army well in
this position.

On a more personal note, I appreciate the
excellent job Jay did in planning and making
arrangements for our trip to observe the 50th
Anniversary of D–Day in England and Nor-
mandy last year. I believe we had the largest
congressional delegation to ever attend a sin-
gle event, not to mention the many other dele-
gations from other countries. The trip was a
logistical nightmare, but thanks to Colonel
McNulty and his dedicated staff it was one of
the smoothest trips I have been on.

Jay, we will miss you and certainly wish you
well in the future as you take on new chal-
lenges. We thank you for your service to the
House and the Nation. You truly have been a
credit to the uniform you wear.

BIOGRAPHY

Col. John J. McNulty III, was commis-
sioned a lieutenant of Armor in March 1967.
He holds a Bachelor of Arts degree from the
University of Texas and a Masters of Science
in Public Administration from Shippensburg
University in Pennsylvania.

Colonel McNulty’s assignments have been
primarily with armored cavalry units, in-
cluding separate tours in Vietnam with the
11th Armored Cavalry Regiment
(Blackhorse) and the 1st Squadron of the 1st
Regiment of Dragoons (Blackhawk). On six
different occasions, he has commanded
troop/company-sized units. Two of these
commands were as an Exchange Officer with
the British Army of the Rhine in Germany.
In 1984, he assumed command of the 1st
Squadron, 3d Armored Cavalry Regiment at
Fort Bliss, Texas. In July 1986, upon relin-
quishing command, he was appointed Assist-
ant Commandant of the United States Army
Sergeants Major Academy.

In August 1988, Colonel McNulty was as-
signed to the Office of the Secretary of the
Army as the Chief of the Congressional In-
quiry Division in the Office of the Chief of
Army Legislative Liaison. Since 1993 he has

been the Chief of Army Liaison to the House
of Representatives in the United States Con-
gress.

Colonel McNulty is a graduate of the Com-
mand and General Staff College and the
United States Army War College.
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FRENCH NUCLEAR TESTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from American Samoa [Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA] is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I rise again to voice my strong opposi-
tion to a proposal recently announced
by the President of France—that his
government, i.e., the Government of
France intends to explode eight nu-
clear bombs in certain atolls in the
South Pacific beginning in September
of this year—that’s one nuclear bomb
explosion each month for an 8-month
period, and each bomb explosion is ten
times more powerful than the atomic
bomb dropped on Hiroshima, Japan—
some 50 years ago commencing next
month.

Mr. Speaker, may I ask the President
of France, Mr. Chirac, why is he play-
ing with the lives of millions of people
of the world by starting another nu-
clear arms race?

Mr. Speaker, we will commemorate
next month—when 50 years ago our
Government decided to drop and ex-
ploded two atomic bombs on the cities
of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, Japan at
the height of World War II in the Pa-
cific.

Mr. Speaker, the atomic bomb we
dropped on the city of Hiroshima re-
sulted in the deaths of some 140,000
men, women, and children of that city,
and with some 70,000 buildings either
severely damaged or completely de-
stroyed.

The very center of this atomic bomb
we exploded on the city of Hiroshima
resulted in temperature measurements
in excess of 5,400 degrees Fahrenheit,
and the explosion destroyed literally
everything within the 11⁄2 mile radius.
As many as 28,000 persons dies as a re-
sult of exposure to radiation, and also
as a result of the nuclear explosion, the
winds blew radioactive black rain and
caused exposure of radioactive con-
tamination to many others who were
not directly exposed to the nuclear ex-
plosion.

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to elabo-
rate further on the pros and cons as to
whether our country made the right
decision to explode these two nuclear
bombs against Japan—however you
want to argue this issue, but war has
one basic mission in mind, and that is
to kill your enemy. But in our present
day, Mr. Speaker, man has devised
such weapons of mass destruction that
war has taken an entirely different per-
spective. One thing is absolutely cer-
tain, Mr. Speaker, nuclear bomb explo-
sions do not discriminate against sol-
diers and civilian populations, espe-
cially when during the Cold War and

perhaps even now—by pressing that nu-
clear button, both military and densely
populated cities have become targets
for mass destruction.

So, Mr. Speaker, I ask the President
of France why does he want to explode
eight more nuclear bombs to further
contaminate the fragile marine envi-
ronment in the Pacific Ocean—where
an island community of some 200,000
Polynesian Tahitians and Europeans
living in French Polynesia may face se-
rious exposure to radioactive contami-
nation from these nuclear explosions.

As I said earlier, Mr. Speaker, these
eight nuclear bombs the government of
France intends to explode in French
Polynesia will only add to the very se-
rious danger where this volcanic for-
mation under the Mururoa Atoll has
already been exposed to some 139 atom-
ic explosions—to put it another way,
Mr. Speaker, some 139 holes have al-
ready been drilled into this volcanic
mountain that surrounds the rim of the
Mururoa Atoll—some holes are as deep
as 3,000 feet, and in each of these holds
a nuclear bomb device was exploded
within this volcanic mountain.

Mr. Speaker, one does not need to be
an expert nuclear scientist to tell any
person living in the Pacific Region that
not only is this volcanic mountain seri-
ously contaminated with nuclear radio-
active wastes, but that this mountain
is basically below sea level, and that
underwater mountains is totally sur-
rounded by ocean water. Mr. Speaker,
that ocean water in the Pacific carries
the most basic life giving form as the
most vital marine life resource—plank-
ton. Mr. Speaker, another serious dan-
ger to those since French nuclear ex-
plosions in these atolls has been a tre-
mendous increase of liguatera poison-
ing of the coral reefs and a variety of
fish and other forms of life common to
any marine environment.

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that
the President of France can really
demonstrate his capacity as an out-
standing world leader by simply rec-
ognizing the fact that the government
of France does not need to explode
these nuclear bombs; our country al-
ready has the technology France needs
to improve its nuclear capability, and I
understood our nation has already of-
fered to share this technology with
France.

Mr. Speaker, with the combined nu-
clear capability of the United States,
Great Britain and France—can anyone
honestly believe a nation or group of
nations can ‘‘win’’ a nuclear conflict?
Mr. Speaker, this is why it is so impor-
tant that the five nuclear nations—also
the five permanent members of the Se-
curity Council of the United Nations to
show real leadership and initiative by
abolishing nuclear bombs testing and
provide strict controls over the pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons and pre-
vent another unnecessary nuclear arms
race—and on this the government of
France has failed miserably to show
real leadership among the nations of
the world.
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